Two of the most consequential developments in social control in the contemporary United States have been the delegalization of racial discrimination in the 1960s and the subsequent expansion of ''get tough'' juvenile and criminal justice policies beginning in the 1970s (Beckett & Sasson, 2004; Feld, 1999) . Scholars have connected the two and suggested that the movement to get tough on crime is motivated, in part, by the concern among some Whites for reproducing the historical patterns of racial meaning and dominance that prevailed prior to the civil rights movement (Alexander, 2010; Tonry, 2011; Weaver, 2007) . Others have likewise located the impetus for punitive crime policies in antipathy toward Blacks and high levels of anxiety over the putatively threatening attributes of Blacks, especially their disproportionate involvement in crime (Chiricos, Welch, & Gertz, 2004; King & Wheelock, 2007; Unnever & Cullen, 2012) . 1 Central to this strand of reasoning has been the assumption that the widespread awareness that the justice system disproportionately processes Black offenders represents a key source of public support for the war on crime as well as for retributive criminal punishments (Unnever, 2013; Unnever & Cullen, 2010) .
Recently, scholars have extended the racial threat model of punitiveness by specifying the conditions under which Black criminal stereotypes should be most influential for policy preferences. Unnever and Cullen (2012) have theorized that the strength of the relationship between perceptions about Black criminality and views about crime policy will be strongest when two particular factors are high: (1) objective levels of crime and (2) racialized public discourse constructing Blacks, or a subgroup of Blacks-in particular, young, Black, males-as criminally threatening. Those authors in turn argue that because of the 1990s crime drop, and the presumed reduction in racialized crime discourse associated with that crime drop, Black criminal stereotypes may not be connected to crime policy views in the 21st century.
2
In a second line of theoretical development, Pickett and Chiricos (2012, p. 681) have suggested that Black criminal stereotypes may be most consequential for policy preferences when the focus is on controlling juvenile delinquency. Unfortunately, those authors were not able to test their prediction because their data did not include measures of views about youth-specific and nonyouth-specific sanctions. The theory underlying Pickett and Chiricos's (2012) hypothesis was that, in addition to being criminally threatening, Black youths have long been excluded from the social conceptions of childhood that have historically been applied to White children (Bush, 2010; Nunn, 2002; Ward, 2012) . Such conceptions depict youths as more vulnerable and malleable than adult offenders and constitute a key justification for treating juvenile delinquents more leniently than adult criminals (Feld, 1999) .
Common to both of the foregoing accounts is the suggestion, implicit in the first and explicit in the second, that Black criminal stereotypes may play an especially large role in shaping attitudes toward juvenile punishments. Unnever and Cullen's (2012) account suggests this implicitly by highlighting as factors that influence the strength of the connection between Black criminal stereotypes and policy preferences of two social phenomena-crime rates and racialized discourse on crime-that have revolved most heavily around juveniles in recent decades. Specifically, the last
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Race and Justice 4(4) significant increase in crime, which occurred between the mid-1980s and early 1990s, was driven almost exclusively by youthful offending, largely by Black youth (Blumstein, 2006; Cook & Laub, 1998) . The corresponding racialized discourse on crime-including the now infamous forecasts about a coming generation of predominantly Black superpredators (e.g., DiIulio, 1995)-also focused most acutely on violence committed by young persons. Pickett and Chiricos (2012) explicitly predicted a stronger effect of Black criminal stereotypes on views about youth justice on the basis of their expectation that racialized conceptions of childhood will be more consequential for attitudes toward sanctions for juvenile offenders than adult criminals. In light of these theoretical advancements of the racial threat model of punitiveness, it is notable that there exists no direct test of the hypothesis that Black criminal stereotypes may be more strongly connected to views about juvenile punishments than to attitudes about criminal sanctions broadly. More generally, only two studies to date have examined whether stereotypes about Black criminality are associated with views specifically about youth-specific sanctions Pickett, Chiricos, & Gertz, 2014) . And just four prior investigations have assessed the extent to which relative racial stereotypes or typifications-that is, comparative assessments of Black and White criminality-are associated with punitive attitudes toward criminal offenders, juveniles or adults (Lee & Rasinski, 2006; Pickett et al., 2014; Unnever & Cullen, 2012) . This latter research void is particularly noteworthy, given that the racial threat model of punitiveness rests on the assumption that many members of the public support punitive crime policies because they believe that Blacks are disadvantaged and disenfranchised by such policies at a higher rate than members of their own racial group. (Unnever & Cullen, 2012, p. 524) .
Building on the insights from this literature, the present study uses national survey data to provide the first test of the hypothesis that stereotypes about the relative criminality of Blacks, as compared to Whites, may be most strongly connected to punitive attitudes in the case of juvenile offenders. We proceed by first reviewing the prior research on Black criminal stereotypes and punitiveness. Next, we discuss prior theoretical scholarship suggesting that comparative assessments of Black criminality will be particularly consequential for public views about juvenile justice. We then describe our methodology and detail the results of our analyses.
Prior Research on Black Criminal Stereotypes and Views About Crime Policy
Several prior studies have explored whether general racial attitudes are associated with punitiveness (Barkan & Cohn, 1994; Green, Staerklé, & Sears, 2006; Unnever & Cullen, 2007 . That line of research assumes that factors such as racial prejudice or symbolic racism may influence views about crime policy because of Black criminal stereotypes. For instance, Green, Staerklé, and Sears (2006, p. 447) interpreted an effect of symbolic racism on punitiveness as ''clear evidence that respondents cognitively associate Blacks with the problem of crime and its possible remedies.'' Similarly, Unnever and Cullen (2010, p. 119) interpreted an effect of racial resentment Pickett et al. 383 on punitiveness as suggesting ''that a prominent reason for the American public's punitiveness . . . is the belief that those disproportionately subject to these harsh sanctions are people they do not like: African American offenders.'' However, these studies did not directly assess whether Black criminal stereotypes affect crime policy preferences. An alternative explanation, for example, is that some measures of general racial prejudice may tap dimensions of traditional American values (e.g., individualism) that cannot be captured with the typical controls for political ideology and which influence policy preferences by shaping beliefs about government assistance and individual responsibility (Feldman & Huddy, 2005; Sniderman, Piazza, Tetlock, & Kendrick, 1991) .
Our interest in the current article is in the direct effects of Black criminal stereotypes. Thus, we focus subsequently on the prior research that has directly explored how beliefs about Black criminality shape attitudes toward crime policies. Our search of the literature identified 16 prior studies that have included some measure of Black criminal stereotypes in models predicting views about crime control. The findings from these studies are summarized in Table 1 . 3 The extant evidence on the effects of Black criminal stereotypes can most accurately be described as mixed. Nine studies have found that the stereotype of Blacks as criminals is, or was at one point in time (see Unnever & Cullen, 2012) , associated with Whites' opinions about crime control, broadly defined. Barkan and Cohn (2005) , for example, found that Whites who perceived Blacks to be prone to violence are more likely to favor spending a greater amount of money on crime control activities. Johnson and Kuhns (2009) likewise showed that Whites who believe that Blacks tend to be aggressive or violent are more likely to support police use of force against Black suspects, regardless of whether the force is reasonable or excessive. Focusing on attitudes about punishment, Chiricos, Welch, and Gertz (2004) demonstrated that, among Whites, the perceived percentage of criminals who are Black is positively related to punitiveness. Similarly, research by Pickett and Chiricos (2012) provided evidence that Whites who believe that Black youths account for a larger proportion of delinquents than White youths are more likely to support punitive juvenile justice policies and favor allowing transfers at younger ages.
At the same time, eight studies have found that either (1) Whites' views about the criminality of Blacks are not associated with their attitudes about crime control or (2) the relationship exists only for certain types of Whites in certain contexts, or for particular policies. Peffley, Hurwitz, & Sniderman (1997) , for instance, determined that although the belief that Blacks tend to be aggressive or violent predicted Whites' support for searches of Blacks without probable cause when they are using foul language, it did not influence Whites' views about searching ''well-behaved Blacks.' ' King and Wheelock (2007) found that among Whites, the perception that Blacks ''pose a greater threat to public order and safety than other groups'' was not associated with punitiveness. 4 Similar results emerged in a study by Wheelock, Semukhina, and Demidov (2011) which used the same data but a different set of control variables. Nielsen, Bonn, and Wilson
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386 Race and Justice 4(4) (2010) likewise found that the perception that Blacks are prone to violence was not associated with Whites' views about spending on drug rehabilitation. Lee and Rasinski (2006) determined that the belief that Blacks are more likely to use cocaine than Whites did not have a direct effect on Whites' attitudes toward the punishment of first-time drug offenders. Weber, Lavine, Huddy, and Federico (2014) showed that the belief that Blacks are prone to violence predicted support for the death penalty only among the minority of Whites who were low self-monitors and lived in ZIP codes with very high racial diversity. Unnever and Cullen (2012, p. 537) demonstrated that comparative assessments of the proneness to violence of Blacks and Whites were related to Whites' support for the death penalty in 1990 but not in 2000. They concluded that following the 1990s crime drop, ''relative views of African Americans' violence proneness lost their close connection to policy preferences.'' Johnson et al. (2011) Racial Profiling by Police-Mixed-
Note. CJS ¼ criminal justice system; IST ¼ illegal stock trading; LSM ¼ low self-monitors; RHD ¼ residents of highly diverse communities; (þ) ¼ positive relationship; (-) ¼ negative relationship. Reported findings are from multivariate studies that examine data on residents of the United States and include a separate measure of black criminal stereotypes in models predicting punitiveness. Studies including only a measure of respondents' general endorsement of racial stereotypes (e.g., indexes combining views about blacks' laziness, intelligence, preference for welfare, and proneness to violence) are excluded because that research cannot speak to the individual effects of black criminal stereotypes on views about punitive crime policies. *p < .05.
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Put concisely, prior research findings regarding the role of stereotypes associating Blacks and crime as a determinant of public opinion on crime policy have been inconsistent, suggesting that Black criminal stereotypes matter for policy preferences in some contexts but not in others. One possible explanation for the equivocal findings reported in previous studies may be that, as Unnever and Cullen (2012) suggest, the connection between Black criminal stereotypes and policy preferences has weakened since the early 1990s. Two other possible explanations exist, however. First, few previous studies have assessed relative stereotypes about Black criminality-that is, the perception that Blacks tend to be more prone to criminal behavior than Whites. Such stereotypes are more germane to theoretical accounts of racialized punitiveness (Unnever & Cullen, 2012) . Second, with the exception of the two studies by colleagues (2012, 2014) , the research to date has not specifically evaluated the effects of Black criminal stereotypes on views about juvenile justice policies. This is notable because, as discussed subsequently, there are strong theoretical reasons to expect that Black criminal stereotypes may be most strongly connected to policy preferences in the context of youth justice. Therefore, the null effects observed in previous studies may reflect the presence of a relatively weak relationship between Black criminal stereotypes and views about adult sanctions that obscures any effect of the former on attitudes toward juvenile punishments.
The Theoretical Salience of Black Criminal Stereotypes for Juvenile Justice Policy Preferences
Prior theoretical work outlines two mechanisms that may have forged an especially strong connection between Black criminal stereotypes and views about youth justice. First, it is likely that stereotypes about Black criminality may be most consequential for punitiveness in contexts where crime is high and public discourse depicts Black offending as a salient social problem (Unnever & Cullen, 2012) . Crime rates have declined significantly over the last 2 decades (Blumstein & Wallman, 2006) . Yet, at the start of that crime drop, adult offending rates were already in the middle of a stable decline that had begun more than a decade earlier (Rosenfeld, 2006) . Stated differently, it was primarily rates of youth violence that fluctuated in the 1980s and 1990s-first increasing to unprecedented levels between 1984 and 1993 and then turning down in subsequent years (Blumstein, 2006) . Thus, the last substantial increase in crime that occurred before the crime drop was the spike in youth violence that began in 1984. Indeed, the years between the mid-1980s and early 1990s have been characterized as a time period in which society experienced the ''burden of juvenile justice'' (Cook & Laub, 1998, p. 34 ) and the ''juvenilization of murder'' (Fox, 2006, p. 304) . Further, the spike in youth violence was concentrated primarily among young, Black males (Cook & Laub, 1998) .
In the same way that the latest significant upturn in criminal offending was concentrated largely among Black teenagers, the most recent wave of racialized discourse on crime has centered most heavily on juvenile offending. For instance, the 1990s saw predictions about a coming wave of predominantly Black violent juvenile offenders
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Race and Justice 4(4) (Wilson, 1995) . Perhaps the most influential of these predictions was that by DiIulio (1995, p. 23-26) who asserted that ''Americans are sitting atop a demographic crime bomb'' that he suggested would generate ''tens of thousands of severely morally impoverished juvenile superpredators'' who will commit ''homicidal violence in 'wolf packs''' and view many of their victims simply as ''worthless 'white trash.''' But as Nunn (2002, p. 713) and others (e.g., Gilliam & Iyengar, 1998; Rios, 2008) have observed, the super-predator was specifically ''constructed as young, Black, and male.'' For example, in his article The Coming of the Super-Predators, DiIulio (1995) highlighted that Black youth were overrepresented among both juvenile offenders and gang members and that Black offending had increased more than White offending. He then highlighted the fact that demographic projections indicated that the growth rate of the population of young Black males was going to exceed that for the general population of male youths. Research has shown that since the introduction of these predictions, the ''superpredator news frame''-an episodic report about a serious violent offense committed by a Black juvenile-has emerged as a dominant script in television coverage of crime (Gilliam & Iyengar, 1998 . Feld (2003, p. 778) has similarly argued that media coverage of juvenile crime has ''disproportionately put a Black face on young criminals and reinforced the White public's fear and racial animus'' (see also Dorfman & Schiraldi, 2001) . He has further suggested that such racialized discourse on youthful offending has been so extensive that the phrase ''youth crime'' has become code for young Black males, and juveniles have ''become a symbolic 'Willie Horton''' (p. 791). In short, in recent decades, both actual trends in offending and popular discourse on crime have unfolded in ways-primarily revolving around youth crime-that likely forged an especially robust connection between Black criminal stereotypes and views about juvenile justice.
Additionally, there is a second theoretical reason to anticipate that Black criminal stereotypes will be particularly consequential for attitudes toward juvenile offenders. Specifically, positive childhood qualities such as innocence, vulnerability, deservingness, and reformability have historically been associated in the public mind with whiteness (Nunn, 2002; Ward, 2012) . Such qualities differentiated youths from adults in the eyes of the founders of the juvenile justice system and have continued to constitute a primary justification for treating juvenile offenders more leniently than adult criminals (Bernard & Kurlychek, 2010; Feld, 1999) . Racially exclusive conceptions of childhood constituted a principle explanation for why Blacks were often barred from early juvenile institutions and were treated more harshly than Whites in those cases where they were admitted (Bush, 2010; Ward, 2012) . And evidence suggests that Black youths are still excluded from popular conceptions of childhood, instead being viewed as adult-like offenders (Graham & Lowery, 2004) . In fact, the ''adultification'' of Black youths has been identified as influential for youth punishment in several social settings (Ferguson, 2000) . Thus, Black criminal stereotypes may be especially consequential for views about youth punishments because, in addition to triggering anxiety over the threatening attributes of Blacks, they may also directly affect judgments about whether the typical juvenile offender is a misguided youth or a cold calculating offender.
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The Current Study
To summarize, mixed findings have derived from studies assessing the effect of Black criminal stereotypes on views about crime policy. In addition, few studies have specifically examined how stereotypes about the relative criminality of Blacks, as compared to Whites, affect policy preferences. Just as important, no studies to date have explored the differential effects of Black criminal stereotypes on views about youth-specific and nonyouth-specific sanctions. This gap is noteworthy because of the strong theoretical reasons to expect that relative stereotypes about Black criminality will exert an especially strong effect on views about youth justice. Keeping the above-mentioned point in mind, we extend the literature on the racial threat model of punitiveness by providing the first test of whether stereotypes about the relative criminality of Blacks, when compared to Whites, more strongly predict punitiveness toward juvenile offenders than toward criminals generally.
Method
Using representative national telephone survey data collected in the spring of 2002, we assess the extent to which distinct attitudes about youth-specific and nonyouthspecific sanctions are associated with the perception that crime is disproportionately committed by Blacks. The sample includes adult U.S. residents selected according to a two-stage, semistratified Mitofsky-Waksberg sampling technique, ensuring that phone numbers randomly generated by computer were stratified to enhance sample representativeness (Tourangeau, 2004) . A 12-time callback rule was employed in order to increase the odds of contacting individuals at the numbers originally designated. In total, a final sample of 885 individuals finished the survey, which took an average of 15 minutes to complete. Among all contacts, this survey had a cooperation rate of 40%, a completion rate of 93%, and a refusal rate of 30%. 5 The resulting sample was 56% female, 80% White, 11% Black, and 8% Hispanic. The median age was 47 years.
Dependent Variables
Although much prior research has examined attitudes about both specific and general forms of offender punishment, most assess either attitudes about all offenders (e.g., King & Wheelock, 2007) or focus exclusively on attitudes toward juvenile delinquents (e.g., . By contrast, this study compares attitudes toward youth-specific and nonyouth-specific punishments. Unlike many prior studies Johnson & Kuhns, 2009) , we focus on race-neutral sanctions (e.g., favor death penalty) rather than on race-specific punishments (e.g., favor death penalty for Blacks). This is important because crime policies are not debated or enacted specifically in reference to White or Black offenders. Rather policies are publicly endorsed for, and legally apply to, all offenders, regardless of their race. Thus,
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Race and Justice 4(4) the question that is most theoretically germane is whether ostensibly race-neutral policies allow for the veiled expression of racial animosities (Beckett & Sasson, 2004) . Juvenile Punitiveness is measured here by the average of a respondent's responses to three questions gauging support (0 ¼ not at all supportive, 10 ¼ very supportive) for youth-specific anti-offending policies (a ¼ .79): (1) locking up more juvenile offenders, (2) sending repeat juvenile offenders to adult courts, and (3) using the death penalty for juveniles who murder. General Punitiveness is measured by the average of a respondents' responses (0 ¼ not at all supportive, 10 ¼ very supportive) to questions addressing the following five policies (a ¼ .82): (1) making sentences more severe for all crimes, (2) executing more murderers, (3) making prisoners work on chain gangs, (4) taking away television and recreation privileges from prisoners, and (5) using more mandatory minimum sentencing statues like ''3 strikes'' for repeat offenders. The respective means for these two indices are 5.58 and 6.76, indicating that the respondents in our sample were less punitive toward juveniles than toward criminals generally. Descriptive statistics for these and the other variables in these analyses are shown in Table 2 .
Independent Variable
To represent the comparative degree to which White and minority respondents associate crime with Blacks, separate criminal stereotype indices were first calculated according to responses to three questions about the perceived percentage of White and Black involvement in violent crime, burglary, and robbery. Specifically, respondents answered the following questions: ''What percentage people who commit violent (Chiricos et al., 2004) tend to be more supportive of punitive crime policies, this research includes separate dichotomous controls for race (White ¼ 1) and ethnicity (Hispanic ¼ 1). Education is coded according to seven levels of achievement, where 0 ¼ no high school and 6 ¼ postgraduate work. This variable generally has a negative relationship with punitiveness in other research (Cohn et al., 1991; Moon, Wright, Cullen, & Pealer, 2000) . Political conservatism has also consistently related to punitiveness (Barkan & Cohn, 1994; Baumer, Rosenfeld, & Messner, 2000; Moon et al., 2000) and is therefore included here (Conservative ¼ 1). The effect of respondents' age has had mixed effects on public support for harsh policies but overall tends to have been associated with less punitiveness (Moon et al., 2000) . Parental status has had some positive or contextual effects on harsh policy support (Applegate, Davis, & Cullen, 2009; Welch, 2011) and is included as a dichotomous variable representing whether respondents have had children or not (Parent ¼ 1). Southern residence is associated with greater punitiveness (Barkan & Cohn, 2010) and is therefore included here as a binary variable (Southerner ¼ 1).
6
Crime salience, found to increase public support for crime control in certain contexts (Baker, Cleary, Pickett, & Gertz, 2014; Chiricos et al., 2004) , is represented in three ways in this research. First, the Perceived Percent Violence variable is a single item asking the respondent to estimate the percentage of U.S. crimes that involve violence; the mean of 53.8% is a considerable overestimation of its prevalence. Next, Concern about Crime is operationalized by an 11-point scale representing responses to a single question about the level of concern, (0 ¼ unconcerned . . . 10 ¼ extremely concerned). And finally, Fear of Victimization is a 6-item factor score index (a ¼ .92) comprising questions gauging how much respondents fear each of six crimes on an 11-point scale from 0 to 10.
7
Prior studies have shown that racial prejudice is also related to harsh policy support (Barkan & Cohn, 2010; Unnever & Cullen, 2010) ; therefore, factor analysis was used to create a factor score index of Racial Prejudice (a ¼ .77) based on responses to five questions concerned with the acceptability of having someone of a different race within relatively close social proximity. 
Results
We begin by first exploring the extent to which relative stereotypes about Black criminality can account for views about juvenile punishments and general punitiveness. Table 3 presents the results of two ordinary least squares regression models that separately estimate Juvenile Punitiveness (Model 1) and General Punitiveness (Model 2). Each model includes the relative measure of Black Criminal Stereotypes as well as the controls. Inspection of the results reveals that the Black Criminal Stereotypes measure has a significant positive effect in both models, indicating that respondents who endorse such stereotypes are more likely to support both harsh juvenile justice policies and ''get tough'' criminal sanctions. Further, a slope difference test (Paternoster Table 3 demonstrate that the effects of several of the controls on punitiveness vary according to whether the focus is on juvenile delinquents or criminals generally. The findings suggest that gender and fear of victimization are only significantly associated with punitiveness toward juveniles, with males and those who report being more afraid of being victimized being more punitive. By contrast, race and southern residence are only significantly associated with general punitiveness, with Whites and southerners being more punitive. The other controls with significant effects-ethnicity, education, conservatism, age, perceived percentage of crime that is violent, concern about crime, and racial prejudiceappear to have consistent relationships with both types of punitiveness.
We conducted a series of slope difference tests to determine whether the observed differences in the effects of the control variables on the two types of punitiveness are significant. Only two significant differences emerged. Specifically, the difference in the coefficients for the effect of gender on the two types of punitiveness is significant 
Slope difference across dependent variables is statistically significant. *p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001 (one-tailed).
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Race and Justice 4(4) (Z ¼ 2.233, p ¼ .026), indicating that gender has a significantly stronger negative effect on support for juvenile punishments than on support for nonyouth-specific punitive sanctions. Likewise, the difference in the coefficients for the relationship between fear of victimization and the two types of punitiveness is significant (Z ¼ 2.015, p ¼ .044), which indicates that the positive effect of fear on punitiveness is significantly stronger in the case of juvenile punishments. To confirm this pattern of findings, we created a variable measuring the difference between respondents' support for youth-specific and nonyouth-specific sanctions (i.e., Difference ¼ Juvenile Punitiveness À General Punitiveness). We then regressed the difference scores on the Black Criminal Stereotypes measure and the control variables (not shown). In this model, only the variables Female (b ¼ À.567, p < .001) and Fear of Victimization (b ¼ .269, p < .001) had significant effects. Tables 4 and 5 present disaggregated analyses that show the effect of Black Criminal Stereotypes on the two types of punitiveness, separately for Whites, nonBlack minorities, and Blacks, respectively. 9 This portion of the analyses investigates the possibility that relative stereotypes about Black criminality may have an especially strong impact on views about juvenile punishments among Whites or non-Blacks but not among Blacks. Before discussing the disaggregated regression results, it bears Note. b ¼ unstandardized regression coefficient; SE ¼ standard error; b ¼ standardized regression coefficient. No slope differences across dependent variables are statistically significant. *p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001 (one-tailed).
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noting that on average, Black respondents had lower scores on both the Juvenile Punitiveness index (mean ¼ 4.87) and General Punitiveness index (mean ¼ 6.33) than either Whites (mean ¼ 5.55 and 6.79, respectively) or non-Black minorities (mean ¼ 6.32 and 6.91, respectively). We conducted a series of difference of means tests to examine whether Blacks were significantly less punitive than Whites or nonBlack minorities. While there were no significant racial differences in General Punitiveness, Blacks were significantly less punitive toward juveniles than non-Black minorities. Black respondents' mean level of endorsement of Black Criminal Stereotypes (mean ¼ 6.74) did not significantly differ from that for Whites (mean ¼ 9.12) or non-Black minorities (mean ¼ 10.05). Turning now to the results of the disaggregated multivariate analyses, the findings presented in Table 4 show that among Whites, Black Criminal Stereotypes predict increased punitiveness toward both juvenile delinquents (Model 1) and criminals generally (Model 2). As was the case in the analyses for the full sample, the results here reveal that the effect of Black Criminal Stereotypes on the two types of punitiveness is essentially identical (b ¼ .012 and b ¼ .014, respectively).
The findings presented in Table 5 show the effect of relative stereotypes about Black criminality on punitiveness toward juveniles and on general punitiveness for non-Black minorities. These results demonstrate that among non-Black minorities, Table 6 ), neither Black Criminal Stereotypes nor Racial Prejudice significantly predicts Juvenile Punitiveness or General Punitiveness. In short, we find no evidence that Black respondents' views about the criminality of Blacks or their levels of out-group animus influence their attitudes toward punitive juvenile or criminal justice policies. Interestingly, the two nonracial covariates-Female and Fear of Victimizationthat had differential impacts on punitiveness toward juvenile and criminal offenders in the analyses for the full sample (Table 3) appear to have racially contextualized effects. Specifically, among Whites, both gender and fear of crime predict punitiveness toward juveniles but not general punitiveness (see Table 4 ). Among non-Black minorities, neither gender nor fear of crime exerts a significant effect on either type of punitiveness, although the slopes for these effects are not significantly different from those observed for Whites. By contrast, among Blacks, gender is actually positively associated with both Juvenile Punitiveness (b ¼ 1.582) and General Punitiveness (b ¼ 1.899), and fear of crime is not associated with either type of punitiveness. In the case of both Juvenile Punitiveness and General Punitiveness, the difference between Whites and Blacks in the effect of gender on punitive attitudes is significant, which indicates that the relationship between gender and punitiveness is conditional on the race of the respondent.
Discussion and Conclusion
The racial threat model of punitiveness has emerged as a leading theoretical explanation of punitive attitudes toward criminals (Baumer et al., 2003; Unnever, 2013; Unnever & Cullen, 2010) . In addition, scholars have suggested that the relationships highlighted in this model are also central to understanding the shift to tougher, more punitive crime policies in recent decades (Alexander, 2010; Weaver, 2007) . Recent advancements of the racial threat model have identified several factors, such as crime rates, the extent of racialized discourse in society, and racially exclusive conceptions of childhood and adolescence that may influence the ability of the model to account for punitive attitudes Unnever & Cullen, 2012 ). In the current article, we provide the first test of one key prediction that derives from this theoretical work, namely, that stereotypes about the relative criminality of Blacks, as compared to Whites, should be especially consequential for policy preferences in the area of juvenile justice. Subsequently, we discuss the key findings that emerged from our analyses and detail the implications of our results for theory and subsequent research.
The results show that the perception that Blacks commit a larger proportion of crime relative to Whites is associated with greater punitiveness, irrespective of whether the focus is on juvenile punishments or nonyouth-specific sanctions. Further, we find that the nature of the relationship between Black criminal stereotypes Pickett et al. 397 and punitiveness is similar in the cases of juvenile punishments and nonyouthspecific sanctions, being limited exclusively to White respondents. In short, the findings in our study provide no support for the hypothesis that the relationship between Black criminal stereotypes and policy preferences may be especially strong in the area of juvenile justice. In addition, they provide a contrast to Unnever and Cullen's (2012) findings. Recall that those authors found that Whites' perceptions about the relative criminality of Blacks were no longer related to support for the death penalty at the turn of the century. That finding led Unnever and Cullen (2012, p. 537 ) to conclude that ''relative views of African Americans' violence proneness lost their close connection to policy preferences.'' Our results, however, show that two years after Unnever and Cullen's (2012) data were collected, relative stereotypes about Black criminality were still very much connected to attitudes toward crime policy, engendering greater support for tougher, more punitive responses to both juvenile delinquency and offending generally. One explanation for the differences between Unnever and Cullen's (2012) results and our findings may be the particular measurement strategies used to capture Black criminal stereotypes. Specifically, Unnever and Cullen (2012) assess the effects of stereotypes about Blacks' relative proneness to violence, whereas we assess judgments about the relative proportion of criminals who are Black and White. Alternatively, Unnever and Cullen's (2012) findings may apply to public views about the death penalty, which were the explicit focus of their analyses, but not to attitudes toward other types of punitive crime policies, which were examined in the current article. Nonetheless, pending future research findings to the contrary, we suggest that it is premature to assume that the positive relationship between Black criminal stereotypes and punitive attitudes has attenuated in recent years as a result of the 1990s crime drop.
At the same time, our findings corroborate Unnever and Cullen's (2012) finding that racial animus continues to predict increased punitiveness, even after controlling for Black criminal stereotypes. Specifically, we found that among Whites, racial prejudice was a strong predictor of both juvenile punitiveness and general punitiveness. In addition, among non-Black minorities, we found that racial prejudice is a significant predictor of punitiveness toward juveniles. Given the strength and consistency of the relationship between racial prejudice and punitiveness in the literature (Bobo & Johnson, 2004; Pickett et al., 2014; Unnever & Cullen, 2010) , an important line of inquiry for future studies is to attempt to further disentangle the interrelationships between racial prejudice, racial stereotypes, and punitiveness. One intriguing possibility, for example, is that the effect of racial prejudice on punitiveness may be largely expressive such that it is mediated by emotive responses like reduced empathy for offenders or increased feelings of disgust and outrage at crime (Unnever & Cullen, 2009) . By contrast, the effect of Black criminal stereotypes on punitiveness may be largely instrumental, such that it is mediated by utilitarian concerns about reducing Black crime and protecting White or non-Black victims (Chiricos et al., 2004; King & Wheelock, 2007) . Attention should also be devoted to considering possible explanations for why, among non-Black minorities, racial prejudice may
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Although we find no evidence that the relationship between relative views of Black criminality and punitiveness is stronger in the case of youth justice policies, it is still conceivable that the factors explaining the effect of Black criminal stereotypes on views about juvenile punishments may differ from those accounting for the impact of the former on general punitiveness. The existence of differential causal processes would not be surprising, given that conceptions of childhood and adolescence are likely most relevant to views about juvenile justice, whereas perceptions of broader racial threats, especially Black political and economic threat, are likely most relevant to attitudes toward adult criminals. That is, Black youths have less capacity than their adult counterparts to compete with Whites in electoral politics and the labor force and thus may be less likely to trigger White anxiety about these issues.
It is possible, then, that Black criminal stereotypes may increase punitiveness toward juvenile offenders primarily by shaping judgments about whether the typical juvenile offender is more childlike (e.g., innocent, vulnerable, amenable to reform) or adult like (e.g., calculating, culpable, incorrigible; Graham & Lowery, 2004; . By contrast, such stereotypes may affect views about nonyouth-specific sanctions chiefly by influencing the perceived utility of crime policies for controlling Black crime and protecting Whites' political and economic interests (Jacobs & Carmichael, 2002; Soss, Langbein, & Metelko, 2003) . Future studies should examine these possibilities. Such work holds the potential to illuminate the explanations for the effect of racial intolerance on views about crime policies as well as the microprocesses underlying broader racial threat relationships.
Although our results suggest that Black criminal stereotypes have similar effects on public views about juvenile punishments and nonyouth-specific sanctions, the data show that other factors, such as gender and fear of victimization, uniquely affect attitudes toward youth-specific punishments. For example, our findings demonstrate that, at least among Whites, females are less likely than males to support punitive youth justice policies but are just as likely as males to hold general punitive attitudes. Consistent with this finding, the accumulated evidence from prior studies shows that females tend to be less supportive of punitive juvenile justice policies than males do (Cochran et al., 2003; Grasmick, Cochran, Bursik, & Kimpel, 1993; Mears et al., 2007; Moon et al., 2000; Welch, 2011) . Juxtaposed against this work is evidence from studies of general punitiveness showing that gender has an inconsistent effect on policy preferences in nonjuvenile justice contexts (see, e.g. Cochran et al., 2003; Grasmick et al., 1993; Johnson, 2009; King & Wheelock, 2007; Unnever & Cullen, 2010) . Such findings, in conjunction with the results of current investigation, raise the possibility that gender may be especially consequential for attitudes toward youth justice policies because females may, on average, hold stronger orientations toward child saving and, more generally, the care and protection of children than males (see Baker et al., 2014; Mears et al., 2007) . Research is needed that examines this possibility as well as other potential explanations for the differential effects of gender and other factors, such as emotional fear of crime, on views about juvenile punishments and general punitiveness.
